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{L—Except as to matters 


urisdiction or public con- 
appellate courts. will 
narily not consider ques- 


s not presented below. 
\L — CORPORATIONS — 
nse that lease sued on was 
under R.S. 14:15-5_ be- 
e plaintiff corporation had 
been authorized to do 
1ess in New Jersey is not 
of such publie concern as 
presentable for the first 
on appeal. 
VIENTS — Judgment based 
oid lease is not impeach- 
collaterally; the invalidity 
1e lease goes to the merits 
the validity of the judg- 


t. 
rIcE— SUMMONS — 
mons issued one day be- 
complaint is filed is not 
eby a nullity and is suf- 
nt to give the court juris- 
on. 

ted from an 
S.J.A.D. rende 
.ppellate Div. 


s. For appellant—Frank- 
Kielb. For respondent—W 


Gebhardt ‘Herbert T 


Ir., atty). 
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ymnection with lease 
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execution issued 
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rsey corporati - 
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authority apply; and 
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by a foreign corp- 





authorized t d 


not 
in the State are utterly 


second point the argu- 
that the ns wa 
ne Gay before the com- 
as filed and therefore 


i] Summons was ever is- 





It is well settled that 
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public policy app t 
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or arguments 
below. This i 
on notions of 
judicial process 
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ng appeals, an exp 
becor iettin vehicles 








trom 


ntlInuance or retrial 
Inal trial instead 





the act 
idgment on 
subject to revi 1 a} 
st at sometime becomé 
id beyond the reach 
ughts. 

argues that pul 
or application 1e 
statute and hence 
s defense should be con- 
even on appeal. T 
not persuaded that t 
atter of public concern 
ting an exception to the 
ntioned. And, if there is 
cretion in the appellate 
because the rule applies 
irily”, this is not a case 
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Now a few months 





lal seeks to raise 

lelenses 
1B; nda argues the dg- 
nent is a comple nullity be- 
the leases were void and 
ice 1S Impeacnapbie collateral- 





y and not within the rule. The 
judgment is not impeachable 
1] because it 





collateré merely 


ts ona 


res void lease. The alleg- 
ed illegality goes to the merits 
f the matter, not to the validity 
»f the judgment 

Under the old Chancery Act, 
no subpoena ad respondendum | 
could issue until after the bill 


However, that statute 


filed. 














s held directory only and a 

departure from it a mere techni- 

ity. or i ication, if it 

S ) be made I be made 
ron tly 








Car In Motion Not 
ys At Fault in Colli- 
With Stepped Car 
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Kenneth Wynne 
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there were facts 
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concnen that under 
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uld have 
the peculiar 
Hallas was 
doing.” 


The jury 





correctly ruled out 
Weinstein’s claim for damages, 
the opinion went on, because if/| 
Weinstein had not skidded off | 
the road while speeding in the| 
first place, the ensuing collision | 
could not have happened. 
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|of Hannoch, 





NOTICE 


The regular motion day 





for the Superior and County 
Court nex veek will be 
Wednesday. Nov ber 25th. 

There ill be no court ses- 


November 
November 


sions on Thursday 
26th or F’riday 


arth. 














Baseball Not Within 
Federal Anti-Trust Laws 


The United States 
Court ruled last week that pro- 
fessional baseball is still a sport 
and is not ») the Feder- 
Anti Tr 
The rulins 
tions 


Supreme 
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al 
smissed two ac- 
instituted by 


for 


yes 
ball players charging that orga- 
nized baseball today, and partic- 


clause” in 
violated 
bag 


ularly the reserve 
contracts, 
ti-Trust 


the Sherman An 


The reserve clause, used in prac- 
tically all ball player's combraati 
binds the player to the team 
Which hol hi ‘ontract and 
prevents playing for 


any other team unless the con- 
tract holding team sells or trades 
the player or declares him a free 
agent , 

The Sup! Court ruling was 
based on a decision oy the late 


Wendell 
ng that 


Chief Justi Oliver 
Holmes ir 1922 hold 
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the Cou iled 
Justi B d Reed dis- 
sented Congres 
is not xpress ex- 
mptlo 1 DaSeDaill 
nd tha radiction in 
terms to h tk nodern base- 
ball with i interstate travel 
and radio and television broad- 
casts is not interstate trade or 
commerce erms are 
used in t ( ition and ir 


Judge Speakman To 
Preside At Moot Court 
Trial 


NEWARK, Nov. 19—Essex 
County Court Judge G. Dixon 
Speakr v I over a 
simulated trial court case to be 
argued by Rutgers School of Law 
Students in Judge Conlon’s 
Courtroom in the Essex County 
Court House (Thursday, 


y sida 
1aNn reside 





November 19 7:30 p.m 

Law students John M. Boyle 
and Tom J. Smith for the plain- 
tiff and Roger H. Mc and 





Glucksman for 








Mi chae] de- 
fendant will engage in the liti- 
gation, ne nce 
case involvin boy hit by a 


trick 
ruck. 


The State University studen 


as part of their extra-curricular 
activities will have an opportu- 
nity to demonstrate their abili- 
ties in the questioning of wit- 
nesses and speaking before a 


students of 


leges. 


jury compose 
Rutgers Newark Co 

Lawrence L. Lasser 
Lasser 


of the firm 
Weinstein, 
Myers, faculty director of 
program, announced that 
there would be other simulated 
trials by student lawyers on 
December 3 and 7 

The presentations will be open 
to the public. 


and 
the 


The Elements of Transferee Liability 





By Harold Kamens and 
William A. Ancier 

While professional tax 
ors are generally aware 
consequence attendant upon 
non-payment of taxes, their 
views are usually focussed on 
the person incurring such lia- 
bility. This is to be expected 
since by and large the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue pro- 
ceeds against the originator of 
tax liability for satisfaction of 
the debt. Comparatively little 
attention is fastened on sat- 
isfaction of the government’s 
claim out of property owned by 
a person other than the creator 
of the liability. 

It is the purpose of the with- 
in article to delve into the ele- 
ments of such transferee lia- 
bility’ and the defenses which 
may be interposed to such ac- 
tion. 


advis- 
of the 





Meyner To Be Guest 
Speaker At Hudson 
Bar Dinner 


Alex R. De Sevo 
announces that the Guest 
Speaker at the 76th Annual Din- 
ner of the Hudson County Bar 
Association, to be held on Sat- 
urday, December 5, 1953, at the 
Hotel Statler, in New York City, 
will be Governor-Elect Robert B. 
Meyner. This will be his first 
peaking engagement since his 
election Governor. Although 
been practicir 


Chairman 


as 


1g law 





he has main- 

embership with the 

Bar Associatior 

honor will be 

the three recently appointed 
Superior Court Judges from Hud- 
son County, all members of the 


Hudson County Bar Association: 

l Peter P. Artaserse, David 
Mark A. Sullivan 
Arthur T. 


Judges 
A. Pindar and 
Jr. Chief Justice 








el a al nd the members o f 

Supreme Court have 
been invited as guests of the As- 
sociation. 





County Bar Asks State 
Rather Than Loca! Action 
On Uniawfu!l Practice 
Administrative Director Speaks 
on Subject of Legal Ethics 
at Annual Meeting 
Admin- 
Courts 


ard H. McConnell, 
Director of the 
the guest speaker at the 
Meeting of the Burling- 
ton County Bar Association 
which was held Friday at 
the Howard Johnson Restaurant 
in Bordentown. Mr. McConnell 


Edw 
istrative 


was 
Annual 


last 


spoke on the subject of Legal 
Ethics, with special attention be- 
ing given to the prohibitions 
affecting the practice of law 
contained in the Rules of Court. 

At its business session, the as- 


resolutior 
Bar to 
committees 
of the Law 
which 


arded 


adopted a 
calling State 
the various county 
on Unlawful Practice 
ting a commitee to 
complaints could be 
by the local committees for in- 
vestigation and _ prosecu- 
tion similar to the practice now 
followed by the State Medical 
Society. In this way, it was felt, 
the local committees would be 
relieved of the embarrassment 
of prosecuting local persons, 
which has in the past often re- 
sulted in non-prosecution. 

The association also elected its 
new officers fdr the year 1954. 
They are Bayard Allen, presi- 
dent; Robert E. Dietz, secretary- 
treasurer; and Hon. Alexander 
Denbo, Martin L. Haines, Hon. 
Harold T. Parker, Christopher 
Peditto and Thomas McGann, 
trustees. 


sociatio 


on tne ala 


by crea 
lorw 


background, the 
remedy the Government 
prior to 1926 to collect a 
in situations where the 
taxpayer had transferred or 
disposed of his assets, leaving 
himself unable to meet his lia- 
bility, was to proceed in equity 
by a creditors’ bill against the 
transferee. By this proceeding. 
the Government sought to im- 
press the property transferred 
with a trust for the payment 
of the taxpayer’s debts, under 
the wellknown “trust fund” 
theory. 
Much 
leveled 
trine, 
found 
that it 


By way of 
only 
had 


toy 
bad 


adverse criticism was 
at the trust fund doc- 
and the Government 
as a _ practical matter 
was not worth the effort 
—the proceeding was difficult, 
protracted and expensive; the 
hope of success slight. 

In 1926 a summary and ex- 
peditious proceeding was made 
available to the Commissioner 

Internal Revenue by permit- 
ting him to enforce the tax lia- 
bility against the transferee of 
the assets of a taxpayer in the 
same manner provided for the 
assessment and collection of an 
ordinary tax liability. That is 


to say, the new law enabled 
the Commisssioner to send to 
the alleged transferee a notice 
of liability, and on the othe 
waand, afforded to the trans- 


fares ither 





feree an opportunity ei to 
pay and sue for refund in a 
Distri Court or in the Court 
of Cl or to appeal the de- 





3oard 
Tax 


the then 
the 


ration to 
Appeals 


termi 
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established 


original act 





a period of limitations for a 
sessment against the transferee 
of either one year after the ex- 
piration of the period of ass- 
essment, or where the _ period 
of limitatioi for issessment 
against he taxpas expired 
oefore the enactment of the 
1926 A but assessment had 
been made against the taxpay 
er it! 1 ¢ years 
altel against 
the r later 
than one year after the enact- 
ment of the original act 


provid- 


further 
the original tax- 


1926 Act 
ed that where 
payer deceased or where 2 
corporation had terminated its 
existence, the period of limita- 
tions against the _ transferee 
was that period which would 
have been in effect had not the 
taxpayer died corporate 
entity terminated 

Later acts distinguished be- 
tween transferee and 
the transferee transferee; 
in the of the latter, the 
of limitations is one 

the expiration of the 


of assessment against 


Was 





or +h 





an Initial 
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Ol a 


case 









he preceding transferee but 
no event later snes 3 years al- 
ter the expiration of the period 
of limitation ‘tn assessment 
against the original tax 

The burd as a 

on he taxpayer 

that the petitioner é 

aS a transferee of property. 
The 1938 Act allowed the lia- 
bility to be assessed at any time 
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REAL PROPERTY — CONVEY- 
ANCES—It is no longer neces- 
sary for a grantor desiring to 
create a joint tenancy between 
himself and another to convey | 


to a third person who in turn 


reconveys to grantor and the 


joint tenant desired. 

—A deed conveying to the gran- 
tee an “undivided one half-in- 
terest as joint tenant” the ha- 
bendum reading “as joint ten- 
ant with 
not as tenant in common” 
creates a valid joint tenancy 
between the grantor and the 
grantee. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Freund, J. S. C., rendered Nov. 6, 
1953. Chancery Div. Lipps v. 
Crowe. For plaintiff — Lawrence 
B. Weisberg (Harry Schaffer of 


counsel). For defendant — Her- 
man L. Levenson. 
In 1926 plaintiff executed a 


deed conveying to Margaret 
Howard “an undivided one-half 
interest as joint tenant” in prem- 
ises owned by him. The haben- 
dum clause provided she was to 
have the premises “as joint ten- 
ant with the party of the first 
part and not as tenant in com- 
mon.” The grantee died in 1943. 
Defendant. one of grantee’s heirs, 
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claims an interest in the prop- 
erty, contending that the ten- 
ancy was in common and not 


joint. 
Held: The essential character- 


istics of a joint tenancy are the 
four unities of interest, title, time | 


and possession, and their coex- 
istence. If any is lacking, there 
is no joint tenancy. 

Defendant contends that since 





(the grantor) and 





i R.S. 46:3-17.1 


| same effect but which is not here 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. | 
| 


plaintiff acquired his title 
through a prior deed and subse- 
quently conveyed an undivided 
one-half interest directly to 
Margaret Howard, two requisites 
for a joint tenancy are lacking— 
unities of interest and time. 

At early common law such a 
contention would have been 
sound. It was because of this 
that the practice of executing a 
deed first to an intermediary 
and then a deed from the in- 
termediary back to the origin- 
al grantor and his co-grantee 
was used. This was the practice 


| used where one spouse desired to 


convey to himself or herself and 
his or her spouse as tenants by 
the entirety. It is now being held 
however, that such a circuitous 
procedure is outmoded and that 
a direct conveyance is permiss- 
ible, the ancient unities to the 
contrary notwithstanding. The 
end of modern cases is to re- 
yard the creation of a joint ten- 
icy or tenancy by the entirety 
just as valid if made directly 
between grantor and grantees 
as if made through an intermed- 
iarv. The holdings are to the 
effect that there is nothing in 
the four unities which prevents 
their existence or creation by 
the act of the grantor for him- 
self and another as well as by 
his act for two other persons 
The unity of interest and of 
time is thus present since each 
secures the same interest at the 
same time when the grantor by 
his deed creates the joint estate. 
Our Legislature in 1950 enacted 
which the 


is to 


applicable because it was en- 
acted after the conveyance here 
involved. 


Until the execution and deliv- 


ery of the deed, plaintiff was 
| the sole owner in fee. On the ex- 
ecution of the deed and by 
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means of it, Margaret Howard 
became vested with an interest. 
|The tenancy between plaintiff 


| and Margaret Howard was creat- 


ed at the same time and through 
the same interest, and accord- 
ingly the unities essential for a 
joint tenancy are present. On 
Margaret’s death, title vested in 
plaintiff as surviving joint ten- 
ant. 


DISTRICT COURT PRACTICE— 
JURY TRIAL—A demand for 
trial by jury made by a de- 
fendant must be made in the 
manner and within the time 
prescribed by Rule 7:8-2 (a) 
and (b) and if made there- 
after comes too late. 

—The District Court may not 
under Rule 7:8-2 (d) grant a 
jury trial on the belated de- 
mand of a defendant; this 
rule applies only to a motion 
for jury trial made by plain- 
tiff. 

PRACTICE — MILITARY LIST— 
Rule A-22, now R.R. 1:31-2 
authorizing the court to place 
a case on the Military List 
applies only where a party to 
the cause is in military service. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Goldmann, J.A.D. rendered Nov. 

12, 1953. Appellate Div. Campbell 

v. Mestice. For appellant—Pro se. 

For respondent—Sidney Krieger 

(Samuel L. Marcus, atty). 
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| demand 
| Rule allows the court to grant a 
| jury 
|} and at 
| avoid his taking a dismissal un- 
| der R.R. 4:42-1 and then instit- 


Phone HUbbard 7-4300 | 
19 Banta Pl., Hackensack | 








Defendant appeals from a 
judgment of the Essex County 





| 
| Pure Food and Drug Act—Crim- 
inal Law 

| Defendants were indicted for 
| Violating the Pure Food and 
Drug Act. They were charged 
with sales of certain drugs, after 
shipment in interstate com- 
merce, without physicians’ pres- 
criptions, such drugs being dis- 
pensable only on physician’s pre- 
scription since they were habit 
forming drugs to which Sec 352 
(d) of the act applies. They move 
to suppress samples and ship-| 
ping records obtained by the 
government from them on the 
ground it was an unconstitution- 
al search and seizure of their} 
records and of the evidence and 
further on the ground that Sec. 
373 of the Act provides that such | 
evidence shall not be used in a 
criminal prosecution of the per- 
son from whom obtained. 

Held: The proof is that the 
defendants voluntarily permit- 
ted the search and taking of 
their records. Accordingly there 
was no unconstitutional search 


Hudson Bar Officers 
Nominated 





The Nominating Commitee of 
the Hudson County Bar Asso- 
ciation has submitted the slate 
of officers for 1954 and trustees 
for 3 years terms: 
President—Alex R. DeSevo 








District Court against him in an 
automobile accident case. 


lst V.P.—Nathan J. Littauer 
2nd V.P.—Raymond J. Otis 


Summons was served on de- : 
fendant Oct. 15, 1952. On Decem- | Se¢.—Alan Kraut ; 
ber 8, 1952 he filed a counter-| Treas.—Maurice A. Cohen 
claim and notice of a demand| Trustees—Hon. Furman W. Re- 
for jury trial. On Dec. 12 he| eves. Marcel E. Wagner, and An- 


served notice that he would ap- 
ply to the court on December 18 
for an order granting his de- 
mand for a jury trial. The court 


denied the motion for a jury 
trial. 
On Feb. 10, 1953 the court de- 


nied defendant's motion to place 


the case on the military list as 
requested under Rule A-22. On 


April 6 the court heard the case 
without a y after denying de- 
fendant’s request for a further 
adjournment. 

Defendant argues that the 
court’s action in denying him a 
trial and in refusing to 
the case on the military 


Crror. 


WY 
pu 


jury 
place 
list was 
Held: There 


qaenying tne 


was no error in 

demand for jury 
trial. Rule 7:8-1 et seq, now R.R. 
7:8-1 et seq provides that either 


¢ a> 











not later than 10 days after the 
time provided for the defendant 
answer. R.R. 7:8-2 


(b). Defendant had 20 


nN 
all 


demand a 


jury trial. No demand was made 
until December 8. The applica- 
tion came too late. In Utilities v. 


|} Bodenstein 129 N. J. L. 249, the 
court in construing N.J.S.A. 2: 


32-107, now superseded by Rule 
7:8-2, held that the court had 
no discretion to grant an un- 


that the defendant was not en- 
titled to a jury trial as of right 
because his demand had not 


been made within the time pre- | 


scribed by the statute. 
Defendant relies on Rule 7:8-2 | 
(d) which provides that the judge | 
may in discretion, grant a} 
jury trial at plaintiff's expense | 
to be taxed in the costs notwith- | 
standing the failure to make de- 
mand as provided in the Rule. |} 
A judge may not under this rule | 
grant a jury trial on the belated | 
of a defendant. This | 


his 


trial on plaintiff's motion 
expense in order to 


jis 
1S 


uting a new action and making | 


| timely demand for a jury. 


There was no error in denying | 
defendant's request to place the} 
case on the military list until] 
one of his witnesses returned | 
from armed service. Rule A 22,| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


namarie V. Paterno. 

Harold Halpern was also nom-| 
inated as a trustee, to fill the 
unexpired term of Ashley Car- 
rick. 


Four Pass C.S.R. Test 


Four candidates for a license 
as Certified Shorthand Report- 
er passed the examination con- 
ducted in Newark on Saturday, 
November 7, 1953. The new Cer- | 
tified Shorthand Reporters are: | 
Richard Atwood, Lee Brook Beal, | 
Alexander Jasman, and Barbara 
Padgett. 





court to place a case on the 
military list, has reference to a 
party, not merely a witness. The 
presence of the witness at the 
trial was not necessary. His 
testimony could be, and actual- 


party in a district court action] ' rhe ae irk ae 
}may demand a jury trial by|4¥ Was obtained by Interroga- 
making written demand there-j tres or depositions. 

R ‘ : . firmed 

fore and paying the required fee} Affirmed. 


U.S. District Court Decisions 


and seizure. It is well sett 


those who voluntarily t 
to the Government their 
cannot object to the us: 
records in criminal pro 
Under the original a 
was no provision for co: 
inspection of records anc 
was administered with y 
cooperation of shippers, 
etc. By the amendment 
373 the act was strengt! 
requiring carriers and 
make available their 
when demand for same 
in writing. The section 
provides that evidence 
thereunder shall not be 
criminal prosecution of 
son from whom the rec 
obtained. This section 
Signed to cover situatio 
the person refused to v 
permit inspection of his 
It does not apply wher: 
are voluntarily submitte¢ 
not intended to prevent 
sequent use of records v 
turned over in a crimin 
cution, but merely 
available records whi 


| thereto might have 


available. The section 
exemption from prosecut 
no application where 
cords are made availab] 
tarily. Motion denied. 
Opinion by Judge H: 


Nov. 5, 1953. U.S. v. Arn 
| 201-53. 
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Attorneys faced with investment 
problems, for themselves and their 


clients, frequently use the Investment 
Advisory Service of National State 
Bank of Newark. 


Specific recommendations on se- 
curity transactions and custodian 
service are available for a single, 
moderate fee. 
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4. The transferee must have re- 


the transferor, 


whether such transferor is the 
original taxpayer in question 
or a transferee himself, assets 
having value. 
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transferor insol- 
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|case of Commissioner v. Oswego 
| Falls Corp., 71 F2d 673. 

In that matter, the Commis- 
sioner attempted to fasten lia- 
bility on Oswego Falls Corp. 
as the transferee of assets from 
three other corporations. The 
facts showed that the alleged 
transferee was a new corporation 
organized pursu to an agree- 
ment of consolidation in New 
York State in 1922. The assets 
of the three former companies 
were conveyed to the new corp- 
oration, which assumed the lia- 
bil thereby becom- 
ing under New < law the pri- 
mary oblig 
| In 1925 the tax 
income 
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iyer signed an 
profit tax 


ana excess 


waiver in the name of one of the 
consolidated corporations fixing 
| the period of within which 
lincome taxes for prior years 


be assessed against the 
ated company. By 

waiver, the time 
| for making an assessment for the 
years in question expired on 
| December 31, 1926. On three suc- 
|cessive dates 1927, the Com- 
missioner mailed the taxpayer 
notices of liability 

As against taxpayer’s con- 
{tention that the notices were 


might 
former consolid 
the terms of the 








lout of time, the Commissioner 
largued that since this was a 
case of tr: ee liability, he 





| had time to file the notices until 
/ one year after December 31, 1926. 
\It was held that taxpayer 
was not a transferee of the prop- 
erty resulting fri this consoli- 


the 


JIT) 


dation but the company 
primarily liable under the sta- 
tute under which it was created. 


Accordingly 
sion of 


one-year exten- 

limitations 
provided by Code had no ap- 
| plication to this taxpayer. The 
the taxpayer 
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min ent auth- 

ority™ that yn is not 

enough: often the transferor is 
adverse and t -ords may no 
llonger be available at the time 
lof the trans assessment. 
| The thought ced that 
the transferee should also be 
given the right to examine the 
relevant files information 


the 
the ulti- 


within the | ession of 
Commissioner ( 
mate fact to be proved is not 
the liability of the transferee 
but that of the transferor, such 
reconimendation seems only fair 
and in keeping th the Ameri- 
can traditions of justice. 

Inasmuch as the Government’s 
case boils down to the conten- 
tion that the transfer of assets 
to the transferee was fraudulent 
insofar as the Government is 
concerned, proof by the trans- 
feree that his transferor did not 
owe the United the tax 
in question resolves all question 
as to his own liability.” Certain- 
ly if the not en- 
gaged in busine had any 
assets during the period in ques- 
tion, he had n e and con- 
sequently no tax liability; such 
proof exculpates the transferee 
of any liability 
2. The Liability Must Have Ac- 
crued Prior To The Transfer. 

This defense was pointed up 
in a recent liability 
case, Rosenthal vy. Allen, 75 F. S. 
879. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





NEW TRIAL — A jury verdict 
not be set aside as 


should 
against the weight of the evi- 
dence unless there is an ir- 
resistable or inescapable in- 
ference that it was the result 
of mistake, partiality, pre- 
judice or passion. 

—An order granting a new trial, 
though in the discretion of 
the trial court, will be revers- 


ed where the trial court’s ac-| 


tion was unconscionable or 
constituted a manifest denial 
of justice. 


RES IPSA LOQUITUR — NEW 
TRIAL—The res ipsa loquitur 
doctrine, where applicable, 
permits the jury, not the court, 
to draw an inference of neg- 
ligence, and does not, though 
unrebutted, in itself justify 
the court in setting aside a 
verdict for the defendant. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Clapp, S.J.A.D. rendered Nov. 9, 
1953. Appellate Div. Hartpence v. 
Gouleff. For respondent—Frank- 
lin W. Kielb. For appellant—An- 
thony M. Hauck, Jr. (Hauck & 
Herrigel, attys). 

This is an auto accident case. 
The jury found no cause for 
action. The Court thereafter 
granted plaintiff a new trial. De- 
fendant appeals pursuant to 
leave first obtained. 

Plaintiff was a passenger in a 
car driven by defendant. The ac- 
cident occurred at a place hav- 
ing a very slight downgrade. De- 
fendant admitted he was proce- 
eding 25 to 35 miles per hour. The 
speed limit at the place was 20 
or 25 miles per hour. He was 
watching the road, not the 
speedometer. Plaintiff testified 
the car was going 35 miles per 


| The trial court, in granting a 
new trial stated that this was 
a case coming within the res 
ipsa doctrine and that defend- 
ant’s evidence did not furnish 
the explanation called for by the 
doctrine. 

| Held: The trial court may not 
| set aside a jury verdict as again- 
st the weight of the evidence 
unless there is an irresistable in- 
ference that the verdict was the 
| result of mistake, partiality, pre- 
judice or passion, or an unescap- 
able conclusion thereof. 

A motion for a new trial is ad- 
dressed to the discretion of the 
court and the exercise of that 
discretion will not be reversed un- 
less there was a Clear abuse of 
discretion. A clear abuse of dis- 
cretion means an “unconscion- 
able” use of discretion or a 
“manifest denial of justice”. On 
the record here it cannot be said 
the court acted unconscionably 
but, there was a manifest denial 
of justice. Manifestly and be- 
yond all question the verdict 
should not have been set aside. 

Assuming, but not deciding, 
that the res ipsa doctrine was 
applicable even though the cause 
of the accident, the skidding on 
the ice, was established, this 
was no basis for granting a new 
trial. If the court felt that the 
application of the res ipsa doc- 
trine required the court to take 
the case from the jury or set its 
verdict aside, it was in error. 
Where the doctrine comes into. 
operation, an inference of neg- 
ligence may be drawn by the 
jury, but not by the court; 
whether the inference “amounts 
| to proof is the exclusive province 
of the jury”. Even if the defen- 
|dant introduces no evidence at 
| all the jury may still find in his 








hour favor. 

There had been a snowstorm | There is here ned —— 

aE , convincing irresistable or ines- 

¢ four vs fore sd at , 
a few days before and at the | expalile satevemen of Gatemmenitl 
time of the accident there was| ““rSr ages proks: 
scattered ice and snow. The auto | nesligence. A careful driver may 
hit an oe spot on the ro d | have come upon the ice without 

5. % = Mage gh net eps a ei lanv forewarni x 
whieh defendant said he did not |2"Y forewarning. 

sas ; _, «.,| xReversed 

see until he was on it and the; *“"* ’ = 
car started to skid. He testified ' 


he tried to bring the car out of 
the skid without avail and that 
it went down the road sideways 





about 50 to 60 feet or maybe 75! 


Plaintiff 
down the 


feet and hit 
testified the 
road 200 feet. 


a tree. 
car Slid 
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| 
1 
ene pete | Comment and Criticism Inuted — TI 
JOSEPH HARRISON, Editor | eta The Essex County Bar Asso- Failed to Warn Buyer 
== } ciation has arranged a ceremony of Defective Brake E 
ASSOCIATE EDITORS | New Jersey Law Journal for Wednesday, November 25, i 9) 
Samuel Allcorn, Jr. Ward J. Herbert |24 Edison Place ath ot sadn te Mitesh ’  PRANKFORT (ACCN . 
Milton B. Conford Leon S. Milmed = 1953, at 12:00 Noon, to mark the sca we 12 
Marshall Crowley William P. Reiss | Recently I was informed that retirement of Superior Court of the first such rulin a os 
Harold H. Fisher Morris M. Schnitzer two opinions of the Appellate Judge William A. Smith. The handed down by a hi Statemm 
Richard F. Green Joseph Weintraub | Division which were interesting ceremony will be held in Judge COUrt. the Kentucky rt of 
Israel B. Greene |and informative to all practic- Smith's court room at the Essex ‘4peals held that an a 1Obilalmm 
Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor |ing lawyers would not be pub- County Court House, and will be dealer is legally respi ee 
Published every Thursday by the | lished at the direction of the attended by all Judges in the he fails - ern the buy gain 
NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL PUBLISHING CO. | Committee on Opinions. county. Addresses will be deliv- St dangerous mechani “ 
24 Edison Place, Newark 2, N. J. | This has impelled a thought ered by Morris M. Schnitzer, in a used car. Only Mi = 
Mltchell 2-0075 that perhaps our system of not President of the Essex County cited as having a simil 4a€ 
Aaron Skinder, Publisher | printing all Supreme Court and Bar Association, Mayor William Written by Commissi Bey- 0! 
ee ~ | Appellate Division opinions may L. Dill, Jr., of Montclair and erly B. Waddill, with J Bert 0a! 
sili oe be working against all efforts John W. McGeehan, Jr., of New- 17 is — ———— _ . 
Entered as Second Class Matter, January 24, 1934, at the Post Office, for an enlightened bar. For most see. . ; seg ve 
Newark, N.J., under the Act of March 3. 1879 | practicing lawyers the examin- Judge Smith was born in New- Circuit Court wiki - 20 
= |} ing of advance sheets of report- ark, December 1, 1883 and was 5; 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 19, 1953 led decisions remains the sole educated at Newark Academy. ene immediate efte . 
— — source of legal information. He took up the study of law in opinion was to uphold « dam- ry 
|What may seem to be an un- the office of Coult and Howell ee mew ania . 
. ' E questionable reaffirmation of and was admitted as an attor- So°™° 2) VWee'y ? TS, — eXing 
The Consequence of Strike Action Directly as principle may be of invalu- ney in New Jersey in 1904 and as ae The ji judgment wa # 
Involving The Public able assistance to a young at- a counsellor in 1907. He became on a albert vigiena 5g 
torney a member of the firm and later ~— = = sie ena 
Commencing about 20 years ago Congress and the legislatures The merit in the argument UPON the appointment of Mr ed ie i 
of various states, including our own, enacted legislation which} that our present system decreas- Howell as a Vice-Chancellor, the William ho sti —— a 
curtailed the then prevalent use of injunctions in labor disputes. | es the expense in the purchase firm name became that of Coult i ay ie Gaidry et “e 
Most of those who are familiar with labor relations law prior to} of case reports by lawyers, could #94 Smith. Judge Smith was ad- 5" 14 bi ers Ca 
these statutes conceded that such legislation was necessary and| pe met in part by the elimina- Mitted to practice in the United cctica rs xe re oPr : 
that it is generally beneficial. The tort standards of illeg: lity of | tion of the u nnece ssary publica- States Supreme Court in Febru- beaker soxkied isp 
object or unlawfulness of means applicabie to concerted action by! tion of Supreme Court’s allow- 27Y: 1919. He continued actively skid pi the ype , 
way of strike or picketing had been given rather elastic treatment | ance or denial of petitions for i the practice of law until erushed: eaamine's “a 
by a great many judges who indulged their pro-employer and anti certification. and is overcome in Mar *h, 1924. He was appointed it % id to bi ieee) aust 
union sentiments. The statutes which were enacted sought to cure | f ill bv the fact that most unre- by Governor Silzer ioe ss ircuit It se Fi sibladiek ances 
this situation by defining the objects of concerted ac tivity and the} po ed cases decide matters Court Judge for a full term ol br ra eckeaae Bi ities 
means of furthering such objects which were thereafter not to be do find their to the Seven years. He was reappointed i.e crease cell at 
held tortious and enjoineble. of practicing 5 in 1931, 1938, 1945 and again |. se nad The eae . 
in 4052:'On the taking effect om) ee. ea 
There was a time under the early common law when it was held Victor A. Rizzolo September 15, 1948 of the Judi- = ed for a month - 
that a strike for higher wages was per se unlawful. There was a cial Article of the New Constitu- Gaidry Motors get 0! 
time under the early common law when picketing was per se i tion of 1947, Judge Smith became ect ae earn 
unlawiul. This is no longer the law and no se seriously cui Delinquency in Mortgage a judge of the Superior Cqurt pleas war rau eaoces 
that a return to those earlier doctrines is desirable , Loan Payments Small ind was appointed assignment _ a” Gal 
- : Seca judge for both Essex and Ocean “0OWEVEr. neglected to 
The justification for legalizing concerted action of employees Find National Average Countie sley that the brakir 
by way of strike and picketing arises out of a desire to arm Selow 3'. per 1000 Ism was defective ‘ 
employees with economic weapons comparable to the aye cae . sold him the car 
> power that can be wielded by io caaaaaier. By sce re HECAO — EReeress Ask Norpartisan Acting on that resu 
mplemented by picketing the premises ot an employer, his | :, —— ne Soha aes A oenere Judiciary Plan In e, Waddill wrote th 
product and those united in interest with him to induce customers | 1 TMUDSUnE li fiona weed Nebraska 
and suppliers not to do business with the struck employer, organized P é i eer ‘ Presta eet 
employees can visit economic harm upon an employer who resists | ;, , - 2 acne ‘ ee mevnicdag Kn Bar Group Saints 
the demands of the union. The avowed purpose of organized labor | ,.\;,., oy es “Ban poi - to Circulate Petitions 
in seeking ition of these economic weapons was to be in a] poe nsed - —— é 
position to exert this economic penalty upon an employer as al i LINCOLN ‘(ACCN Circu : 
counter balance to the inherent economie power of an employer Particularly outstanding in on of Initiative petitions to 
' , , he results, as of Sept 30. is the place th *“Missou Plan” ol fal, serious mecnan is 
Concededly. the exertion of economic weapons either by em-| excellent record being establish- } ist be =i 
plovers or organized groups of employees will visit incidental econ- d eterans with the survey suenc 
omic inconvenience and even harm to consumers and the general | poy hat only .41 of one ers. 
lic. In the absence of other solutions to the problem of resolving | per cent of the GI borrowers sur- In 1ts¢ 
aie erences between employers and employees we tolerate this by-| yeyed are delinquent two months ntact 
oduct of lawful concerted activities as a necessary evil n the mo ve pavments. For an 
. 3 whe 
In recent vears, however. the type and range of concerted ree mot de ria ney the 1 likely to cau 
activities engaged | in by some organized groups of employees, al- “ae aa s down to .19 of ont ree Ropero: er eae 10n knowledgt I 
though indulged in with the objective of securing improved wages yen Bt ite cons ) ume nt ‘ nore like ly t to 
and working ~pieutltl ions. appears to include the technique of causing Delinc yuet rrowers with ‘2 °32 . me <a ae : aan to mecha defects 
economic harm to the consuming public, in addition to the eral ising administration ; eee ones tur 
cidental economic harm, with the apparent thought that] insured loans amount to only .30 4, is — peeteets, ee used cars 
} economic consequences are felt by the public, | « r r cent fo Oo months’ ~ wiiicn os ; nd the 
ted by either the public or the state to compel | ar: nd .12 of one per cen Un the proposal. th Bete sold 
he differences between manila and employee ( nonths’ a ip o 1 stem dealers 
ecent milk strike the striking unionized em- nventio. nortgage a “The used-car deal 
ed to persuade the non-striking non-unionized | mad vithou yovernment in- better position, by 
employers to refuse to work and to refuse to} si e or guarantee—only 31 ypportunity. than his 
nsumers. There have also been similar such in-/ 0 yer cent of the loans are customer, to discover 
kes in the recent past. months delinquent and only fects might exist in an} si 
18 of one pe cent are three ular car to make it an — 
Superficially it would seem that the striking employees’ best | nonths de nquent sg the public. 
interest would lie in the direction of encouraging their employers’ A somewhat higher delinquen- n the pro- “We are of the ( 
competitors to remain in operation during a strike so that the wae te clades ba aes ng yt po should be not too harsh a rule t 
struck employer would writhe in economic pain at the prospect of ean = operat - es tliat is tal made Va- these dealers to use re Ne 
his competitors maintaining normal profits while he is suffering “808” pee those j mado on cant ; _ care in inspecting used ( 
10t only loss of profits but the additional onus of a drain on surplus Peer sent protects, dere In the instance or \ bmit three fore resale t to discover C 
through the need to meet continuing overhead costs the delinquency of two months og ap elaage submit ces fects, which the custc 
slg lames ( 1€ wr aie seover + 
It is arguable whether such concerted activities designed to; PAaYMents amounts to .1/ OF ONE Youd appoint one three ee cour? 
cause direct economic harm to the public, rather than merely as an, Per cent and 47 of one per cent »ominees to the tains ninated reg : 
incidental consequence of economic force exerted upon an em- | ‘OF ‘Aree months arrears The bar association committee closely fought fi 
ployer, is an additional object of a strike or a means utilized to| The study covered 70 per cent also advocated higher salaries tyja) in Sake 
achieve the object of improved wages or working conditions. Under | 0! the mortgage loans sérviced for judges. It suggested $15.000 judge directed 83 
esse head such activities are or should be unlawful. The above by members of the association. a year for state —— <<" Meanie: on t > 
nentioned legislation was never designed to legalize such activities Combining the results, the judges, $10,000 or $12,000 for Dis- net shown ti [ = 
and it should be reviewed to ascertain whether or not it ac- ney indicate that mortgage trict judges, and tl re- knew of the defect. Tha. dea —_ 
complishes such a result. payments delinquent for two tirement plans for both groups. jency was overcome at nad 
months rm only .34 of one per Nebraska Supreme court judges ¢rjq) resulting in judg) : : 
If organized labor insists on a need to engage in such activities | cant on a national average and now receive $9,100 and District Brannon ig L 
to equalize the economic power of employers, it is then time to) onjy 16 of one per cent for three judges get $7,400. patentee — 
reconsider whether we can any longer endure the resolution of months The association 1's committee “Drawing as it may t 
differences between employer and employee by economic action. ‘The credit record being set on , collective experience of C , 
Where disputes between employers and employees so directly in- | py American mortgagcrs is one posed " et Gov agencies. th. 0¢: A 
volve the public, the public is then entitled to participate in the of the best in the whole credit conference on and the bar.” the c 
efforts to avoid or terminate the economic conflict. No completely field today and reflects the procedure. said. “such a conferé C 
itisfactory alternative to economic action has yet been proposed sound conception of the modern It suggested that the confer- produc concrete recommen 
but that does not mean that one cannot be worked out. An aroused amortized mortgage loan and ence group be composed of re- tions which will promise p74 
public will either demand the right to referee a dispute in which the inherent advantages it af- presentatives of all state execu- cal assistance to the . 
they are compelled to be directly involved or insist that such dis-| fords home owners and inves- tive departments, administrative the lawyers and to thé gis 
putes be removed from the economic arena to a less disrupting tors,” Brown L. Whatley. MBA: agencies, the courts and the ture in dealing with th  P* 
forum. president, said. legal profession. lems of this field.” ee. 
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By J. L. Bernstein 
THE “PRESUMPTION OF 
INNOCENCE” MYTH 
Based upon State v. Tune 
42nd 881) 
Persons Represented 
4 Defendant, charged with mur- 


Pros cutor 
Defense Attorney 
nie! Jusice Majority 
just.ce Minority 
Mr. 1micus Curiae 

The Argument 


Or August 23, 1952, 
odv of William Prather 
in his basement 





gm day, John Henry Tune wa 
rre ted and taken to Newark 
Poli Headquarters for que 
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DIALOGUE IN LAW 





JUSTICE MINORITY: That 
old hobgoblin perjury! It is rais- 
ed with every suggested change 
in procedure to make easier the 
discovery of truth.I had thought 
it was forever buried under the 
weight of the complete rebuttal 
supplied by our own experience. 
The majority opinion is remin- 
iscent of Sir John Wigram, who 
said much the same thing about 
the dangers of perjury over 100 
ago. 

MR. AMICUS CURIAE. Perjury 
s indeed extensive in the courts, 
but permitting one side or the 
other to conceal material facts 
or evidence until the last minute 
will do nothing to eradicate it. 
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To believe otherwise is to believe 
in an illusion with nothing to 
support it. The fault lies rather 
the dry rot of unrealistic law 
and rules of evidence. No active 
member of the bar can fail to 
realize that there is no greater 
than the oath taken 
ness “to te the truth, 
nothing but the truth.” If 
ri it, he’d be cut off in a 
minute with valid objections. 
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Are the cases of 
false or confessions 
really so rare? Prof. Edwin M. 
Borchard, of Yale, cited 65 au- 
thenticated in his book 
called: “Convicting the Inno- 
cent”. Arthur Train, out of long 
experience both Prosecutor 
and defense attorney, wrote: 


fore a feti 
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the large amount 
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opportunity for 
mistake is still enormous. It is 
as absurd to say that no in- 
nocent man is ever convicted 
as that no guilty man is ever 
acquited. Tragic mistakes oc- 
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cur. Many men have suffer- 
ed penalty through having 
been erroneously identified. 
There are numerous cases of 
record where innocent people 
have imagined themselves 
guilty when in fact’ they 
were not. That is one reason 
why defendants are not per- 


mited to plead guilty to first 
degree murder ‘ 


And if the true criterion is 
the actual state of mind of the 
accused time he confes- 
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in this The defendant 
mention iberal discovery 
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harsh law nd rules or even 
savage punishment have never 
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crimes’ punishable by death 


There was more crime around 


then, than 





€ aid 
Just Olmstead v. U 
S. 277 4 ome crim- 
ye than tha 





1 Ime n New 

t opin- 

O e) e coun- 

Y S ntier 

net Are 
wet )I tna 

the + 
Oo! ne Iring te wi 


MAJORITY: 


aelendant 


CHIEF JUSTI( 


We cannot 








JUSTICE MINORITY: The im- 
plication in the M y's argu- 
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ty. To that degree the majority 
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Our courts are always mindful 
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son is suppose to be innocent 
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e to support it. It is a legal 
fiction, m«¢ 1iored in the 
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Single Women, Men Form 
One Third of U.S. Income 
Taxpayers: 


Startiing figures on the num- 
ber of unmarried federal income 
taxpayers and the earnings of 
women in the group were an- 
nounced by Commerce Clearing 
House, national reporting auth- 
ority on tax and business law, 
in an analysis of statistics just 
made available by the Treasury 
Department. 

Reports for fiscal year 1950 
show single persons filed 13,669,- 
388 returns—more than one- 
third of all individual returns 


received—and of these, 6,152,394 
were women and 7,516,994 were 
men. 

A woman was among the 
three single persons who had 


incomes of over $5 million, and 
she reported $6,413,000 in adjust- 
ed gross income, paying a tax of 
$4,309,000. Two men had incomes 
totalling $16,962,000 and _ paid 
$10,201,000 taxes between them. 


Twenty-six women and an 
equal number of men had in- 
comes from one to five million 
dollars. 

For the group reporting from 
$100,000 to one million there 


were, 1,655 and 1,330 
men. 

For those with taxable incomes 
of from $5,000 to $100,000, the C 
CH report shows that the men 
exceeded the women in number. 
The figures were 364,025 men 
and 256,507 women. 

In the lowest group, where in- 
comes were under $5,000, men 
led the women in numbers; 7,- 
151,611 to 5,894,205. 

The 13,669,388 single persons 
paid a total tax of $4,344,665,000. 
This compared with a tax paid 
on 22,644,709 joint returns by 
husband and wife totalling $13.,- 
251,260,000, and on 1,872,585 sep- 
arate returns by husbands and 
wives totalling $779,007,000 
The tax payments were div 
-d among men and women as 
follows: single women $1,971,- 
174,000; single men $2,373,481,- 
000; and filing separately, wives 
$317.718.000 and husbands $461,- 
289,000. 
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ed the currently sensation- 
] sas City kidnapping and 
1ur case. It is very possible 
of course, that the two suspect 
are guil But in advance o 
I rial, and in the face of the 
) ed “presumption of inno- 
cence’. the newspapers and pub 
lic have already convicted and 
condemned the pair 
Inn ) 1Cé 

is 9a] tems from 
h porting instinct Anglo- 
American law. It is no more, no 
less. AS Lord Chief Justice Den- 
an put it: “Human beings are 
never to be run down, like beasts 
of prey. without respect to the 


laws of the chase.” 


Garrett Estate Heirs 
Agree To Settlement 


The two principal heirs to the 
fabulous Garrett snuff fortune 
have agreed to pay $3,103,125 to 
other claimants in final settle- 
men of a 23-year legal tangle, 
court records disclosed yester- 
day. 

Retired banker Wilson Primm 
Kretschmar, of Greenville, Miss., 
and Mrs. Constance Mock, Chi- 
cago housewife, recipients of 
much of the estimated $20,000,- 
000 estate, have joined the Unit- 
ed States Government in agree- 
ing to settlement payments, the 
Orphans’ Court of Philadelphia 
County revealed. 

The court record disclosed that 
Aubrey C.Kretschmar, of Boston, 
and others included in his claim, 
will receive $1,040,000 of the set- 
tlement total. 

Charles S. Starr, of Haverford, 
a broker, who was Mrs. Henriet- 
ta E. Garrett’s financial advisor 
and an administrator of her es- 
tate, will get $1,015,000, the larg- 
est single share of the settlement 
agreement. 

The vast fortune was left by 
the widowed Mrs. Garrett when 
she died intestate in her gaslit 
Victorian home in Philadelphia 
on December 16, 1930. The lack 
of a will prompted thousands of 
legal moves by persons from 
many countries who sought por 
tions of the fortune. 

Many claimants were deemed 
frauds and some were jailed for 
forging documents to prove their 
false claims. 

Charles Hall Garrett, a relative 
of Mrs. Garrett’s husband, Walt- 
receives $225,000 for inform- 
ing the Commonwealth of Pen- 
nsylvania, shortly after the wi- 
dow’s death, that there were no 
heirs, and the fortune 
should, therefore, the 
State through lack of establish- 
ed 
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vq ct 
Vasl 


revert to 


claims 
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that the Commissioner has lost a 
lumber of transferee cases 
through the proper interposi- 
tion of valid defenses. He must 
futher keep in mind that re- 
course can be had to the records 
of the transferor if the trans- 
feree’s defense makes such a 
step advisable. 





p., 19 BTA 
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201 = 2d 1075. 
Prescription Pharmacy Inc., 
— 28 rp., 837°BTA 263; Margeret 
W ra. 
3 Joseph Nitto, 18 TC 858. 











































legislative enactment and gives 
further suppport to the proposi- 
tion here advanced. 

For the reasons stated, it is 
our opinion that the record of 
conviction once expunged in ac- 
cordance with law cannot be 
produced to prove conviction. 


THEODORE D. PARSONS, 
Attorney General of New} 
Jersey 
By: Eugene T. Urbaniak, 
Deputy Attorney General. 
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4 a ee . c i’ Will 420 vpsve A Wil omes apparent at tr ° iS a t x it 
ed by the transferee. In Peoples first havine satisfied himself comes apparent that there 1s NOC iigGNs ‘aise known as W 
a “ e = = LITSL ile Mis Satlislle NUMsels w=) ra in sue se whi Y = ¢ n \ ny 
Industrial Life Ins. Co. v. U. S..”| .onietely that assets having recora ma sucn case og Mg IBRD Ne es eae 
° COMPLIe Lely (tla as us lle 4 2 yr nee rov t os « 
the’ aransteror dnsurance: icom=|_- 4... aco epee a oe | eS SO. PRONE Te Con READ Soe ; 
pany assumed the old company’ value were transferred, the tax! yijiction es ALI IMONI 
In All siiinatinae on pte ag sick | ma" must concern himself with Inferentially at least, our! % ‘ 
SAL : re c Si 1 . . * = = . > 
Sar the remaining two elements the Constitution of 1947. in Art. II sume 
. claims but not its taxes. It was), <a ; “eer i eicnciatinic Se vtallings nieve rgb Ee csed S 
New Jersey Counties | vied that no transferee liability CO™™issioner must prove in the Sec. 7, recognizes the right of the has complied 
existed because no assets had first instance: the transfer must Legislature to restore to con- on * Ra. ; 
xls caus assets ha vas: Sate OES Jiwachawne iaercs : , : sos Cae earn 
been transferred have left the transferor insol- victed persons certain privileges : ason 
Bs ; vent, and all sources of recovery which may have been lost as the It is on this 12 N 
CHELSEA TITLE and | 5. The Transfer Must Have Left) geainst the transferor must have result of such conviction, for it ie herute te (ised to aan 
she Tramteree Insolvent _ been exhausted or are patently is provided therein that: Wiliam | ¢ _Simone fr 
GUARANTY COMPANY Where the transferee pays full futile. If our experts can raise he legislature may pass laws. #!> lereof 5 i eae 
and adequate consideration tO a reasonable doubt as to these to deprive persons of the right a ate’ a ry 
the transferor for the assets features. he stands a good of suffrage who shall be con- e : 
MAIN. OFFICE: transferred, the Government can chance of having the determina- victed of such crimes as it may ° zment 
Pais ery 909ainNS the | 4; nebiaeaaaimcl i. er + ee go: ae ; s 
Boardwalk National Bank Building raise no outcry against the tion rev ersed. 1 designate. Any person so de- | iu s \ 
Atlantic City, N. J. 26. 18 RTA 580 If the prima facie case is im- prived, when pardoned or other-| ™*s sins se mads 
56° TO Oita Hoskee Lumber te, 209 Bra| Pregnable, he must turn his eyes | wise restored by law to the right se, Ess 
Bh, Hafeh te Morosco. Holding, Corp. 81, to the defenses available to the of suffrage, shall again enjoy |i « 1) 
Branch Offices throughout the State AR ES Se: ee y transferee. that right.” Sadthaocige Ben rst 
. a 13 F. 9d 415 Above all, a disheartened at- We believe this contemplates 1.J.—Nev. 19 Bios: 
ant Established 1888 30. 29 F.2d 850. ncock Life Ins. Co, titude is to be deplored. The pro- that civil disabilities lost by 
<_ eenoren 2d 745, rev'g 42 BTA fessional advisor must not forget conviction may be restored by 
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| 
LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 
_ | | 
Dated: er 2. 1953 STATE OF NEW yt : ; : Dated: October 16, 19 Dated: rage A *. 1953 STATE -. NEW ye 
sT OF AUGUST NLECHNER DEPARTMENT OF STAT ESTATE OF CECILIA FRANCIS PRYO 4 ESTATE OF LOUIS I. SACHS sed. a DEPARTMENT OF STA 
: i. sia ata CERTIF te ATE OF DISSOL TION deceased Pursuant to the order of W ILLIAM “HUG K. MNERTIFICATE OF DISSOLE TION 

ant to the order of WILI IAM HUCK To all od whom these presents may come, Pursuant to the or ‘der of WILLIAM HUCK, | Jr.. Surrogate of the County of Essex. this | fo all to whom these presents may come, 

rrog ty , Greetin Jr., Surrog the County of Essex, this | day made, on the application of the under- Greeting: 

WHER EAS. It appears to my satisfaction. | day made the application of the under- | Signed, Executors of said deceased, notice WHDREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly — cated record of the proceed-/| signed, Executor of said deceased, notice is|is hereby given to the creditors of said | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for mrt: voluntary dissolution thereof | hereby given to the creditors of said deceased, | decease@™to exhibit to the subscribers under | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of a!l the stock-|to exhibit subscriber under oath or| oath or affirmation, their claims and de-| by the unanimous consent of all the steck- 
holder eposited in my office. that affirmation aims and demands against mands against the estate of said deceased. | nolders. deposited in my office, that 

PO RT sé CR. AP IRON & METALS, INC. the estate « ieceased, within six months | within six months from this date or they NPWARK P sah Sr AND WALLPAPER 

I lis State. whose principal from this da they will be forever barred | wil! be forever barred from prosecuting co NC 
No. 56 Broad Street, | from prosecu or recovering the same|or recovering the same against the sub-/a corporation of this State. whose principal 
eld, ounty of Essex. @gainst a r | scribers. office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
New (Carl Stier, e- ¥>. IEE R AL TR it Lif COMPANY | A D-c. LITWACK in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
the agent therein as in charge thereof. | LINDABU 7 Y. STEELMAN & LAFFERTY., | oh ea SIEGE State of New Jersey (Ferdinand J. Biunno, 

oo Whom process may be served). has Attorney ys GEORGE eo TWACK, Attorney oeing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14, e Street 744 Broad Stre a ipon whom process may be served), as 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes N.J | Newark 2, N. J. complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
of New Jerse ve preliminary to the issuing | L.J.—Oct. 22. 29, Nov. 5, 12, 19 L.J.—Oct. 22, 29. Nov. 5. 12, 19 ‘orporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
f this Certiticate of Dissolution. | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

NOW, THEREFORD. I, the Secretary of Dated October 20, 1953 of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby OSEPH SIEGEL, deceased | Dated: October 15, 1953 NOW. THEREFORD, I, the Secretary of 
that the said corporation did on the sr of WILL TAM HUC K, | ESTATD OF HELEN E, DUNN, deceased. | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ninth day of October, 1953, file in my the County o sex. |. Pursuant to the order of WILL 1AM HUCK, Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

a duly executed and attested consent the application of the |J?-. Surrogate of the County of Essex. this| Fifth day of November, 1953, file in my 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- i i rix of said deceas- | day made, on the application of the under- | office a duly executed and attested consent 
poration. executed by all the stockholcers| oq notice is r ven to the creditors | Sixned. Executors of said deceased, notice is| in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
thereof. which said consent and the record] of’ said deceas xhibit to the sub-| Mereby given to the creditors of said deceased. | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
of the proceedings — — = on file} scriber ider r affirmation, their | te, exhibit to the subscribers under oath or/ thereof, which said consent and the reco 
in my said office as vided j icainst the estate of | #ffirmation, their claims and demands against | >of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

‘ IN TESTIMONY Whe EOF, I i ‘six months from this | tue estate of said deceased. within six months | in my said office as provided by law. 
fr ‘ have hereto set my hand and af- be forever barred from| frvm this date. or they will be forever IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
re r fixed my official seal. at Trenton, r recovering the same against | Parred from prosecuting or recovering the have hereto set my hand and af- 
Z same against the seriber this Twenty-ninth day of October.| the xubseriber a ‘ ~~ | same against ne subscribers. fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
ITY UNION TRUST IMPANY Seal) ne thousand nine hundr es NETTIE SIEGEI | AM S. DU “ this Fifth day of November A.D., 
SsuN J McDON ALD, Attor io ree. pW ARD N. Attornece |} PASSAIC-( i iF TON N aoa L BANK &| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
r Pla MARSH, Hill Street . r ° | TRUS COMPA | fifty-three. 
r N. J Secretary ea State. ae ark 2. N. J | NORMAN E DARMSTATTERS Attorney LLOYD B. MARSH, 
vy. 12, 19, 26, De LJ Nov. 5 $12.80] Ty Get > , v. 5. 12. 19 16 Broadwa Secretary of State. 
a ney abee ‘ io Ss Passaic, N. LJ Nov. 12, 19. 26 $12.80 
| - zy | L.J.—Oct. 22, 29. Nov. 5, 12, 19 
| ST: Oo 
DHPARTMENT OF STATE nits : Dated: October 22. 1953 
JERSEY CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION | 5 TE OF JESSIE F. WATTS, deceased. 
< COUNTY.| To all to whom these presents may come, } STATE OF NEW JERSEY “Pursuant to the order of WILLIAM HUCK, 
2 Greeting of the under- | DEPARTMPNT OF STATE Jr.. Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
1 Neuw strator | WHE REAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ased, notice CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION this day made, on the application of the 
Estate of Bea by duly aut ienticated record of the proceed- ors of said| To all to whom these presents may come. undersigned, cecutor of said deceased, 
Helen ngs voluntary dissolution thereof yscriber under Greeting Oey is a xiven to the creditors of 
a ( nous Consent of all the stock- d demands SREAS appears to my satisfactio sald deceased. to exh 9 the subscriber 
e <j fice. that within yn pacer ated pier "ot ae reson j under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
> VILL ee E, INC, will be| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ¢mands against the estate of said deceased, 
State. whose principal recover | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | Within six months from this date. or they 
t N 790 Broad Street. holders: a posited in my office. that will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
s I t ewark. | Essex, INS TION EVERETT D. AURYANSEN AND recovering the same against the subscriber. 

St New Jersey (Harry w, be- I SI I COMPANY : JOSEPH A. ROTONDA 

he aye therein and in ch hereof, pad St t la corporation of this State. whose principal JOSD P H A. ROTONDA, Attorney 
ipon whom process may be . has Zz. N.g tlic s situated at No. 3 North Munn Ave-| 115 Bloomfield Avenue 

ri Title 14, v. 12 26, De 3, 10 in City of East Orange, County of Meh 4. N J. x 10 
Statutes PORES eek Bane f New Jersey (Everett D L. Oct. 29. Nov. 5, 12, 19, 26 

) Je min issuing 1 AKE Ni icin \ the nt thereir d i 

this Certificate of Dissolutioz | t C ST oan OF NEW 

> NOW, THPREFORE, I, the Secretary of | il. xX, seeps . s | DEI TMENT SATE 
f tie State of Jersey, Do Hereby | 5 i . | CPRTIFICATE OF FILING OF. CO NT 
that the sai rporation did on the | 2 hnelatie is Qs BY STOC ‘KHOL DERS TO DISSOLU MON 
f 1953, file in my 7 R ms vo all to whom these presents may come, 
sted consent | : INARD the Secretary of Greeting 
of said Core} giiney Gt ersey, Do Hereby WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
Stor kholde TS | zy } 7 Re poration did, on the | by duly guthenicated record of the proceed- 
id the record} \ pk. Na ver, 1953, file in my|ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
now on file | | N ‘ $4.6 exer uted and attested consent deposited in my office, the 
by J oh 2 nail eas writing to the dissolution of said cor- | UNIVERSAL HOSPITAL “SUPPLY 
“WHE R E ‘OF J ted by all the stockholders AND SERVICES, IN¢ 
hand ve shall apply to said consent and the record | a corporation of this State, whose principal 
al at irt House, Newark, ngs aforesaid are now on file | office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
Novem A.D., 2 day of November, » as provided by law in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
t > hu ndri d and k in the forenoon, IN TESTIMONY WHERBO I| State of New Jersey (Woodruff J. English, 
a is to assume the have hereto set my hand ar af being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
I ¥ ea, and fixed my official seal, at Trenton, on whom be served), has 
aa L A respec his Twelft lay of Noven D., om p lie vit ements of Title 14, 
sie.5U ANTH OMAS CHE RKOSKY (Seal) one Ale yvusand nine hundred and | orporations, Revised Statutes, 
ELIZA ( ‘HE RKOSKY ee, | preliminary os the issuing of this Certificate 
ee S00 S St ThoyD Bb. MARSH, | tha sent has been filed 
STATE OF NEW Newark : Secretary of State. | NOW. THER EFORE. 1. Lloyd B. Marsh 
DEPARTMBNT OF STATB E.A. & W.A. S NG, Attorneys iN 9, 26, Dec. 3 $12.80 Tr of State » State of New Je 
al ; t ~ x E.. ; rneye 19, 2 : $12. f St q 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTIO 744 S by ¢ the said corporation 
all to whom these presents may come, | Newark 2, N the Twenty-eighth day of Octobe r 
It So a eae wees A Lee Conc aed 2, 19 $6.30 | T) WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: in my. office a duly executed and 
It appears to my satisfaction i . TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will consent in writing to the dissolution 
— ticated record of the l County Cour ‘ourt ee rp ration, by more than 
; s intary diss lution z Jersey, at 10:00 Pos “f 1 stockholders 
vour jae t poe OF al te ; » November 1953. I : the record 
. ad office. that : Wiis to the assume the name of BRNOL D t i now on file 
i - COMPANY the Court House, y said office as provided by law 
ST SCH | @ ¢ State. whose Monday, November _._ ARNOLD SILVERSTBIN IN TPSTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
) Bloom the forenoon or RUBIN, Attorney ave hereto set my hand and af- 
ad an be heard, for a Street official seal, at Trenton, 
~ TIs to assume another sey ~—— $4.5 | enty-eighth day of October, 
KIss S ~ 5, 12 ¢ -52 | (Seal) e thousand nine hundred 
E VHINOWITZ = thre i 
> i iSthn street 4 tS 
k, New Je rsey | ary ad oars = 
$5.4 Se. : Dated October 29. 1953/7 3 Nov a ‘ $12.80 
— ~- —— S IMON, Esq., Attorney PSTATE OF FREDERICK KERSHAW, de- 
ST OF NEW JERS Purs to the order of WILLIAM HUCK, STATE OF NEW 
i EPARTME NY Or vee : 5. 12 2 of the County of Essex, this DEPARTMENT 
IFICATE OF DISSOLUTION : the appl lication of the under a CBRTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 
f whom these presenta may come nt | istrator of deceased, To all to whom these presents may come, 
5 f said cor- |} 2 . ot I given to the "creditors of Greeting 
SAS, It appears to stockholders | FAKD NOT said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
thent ¥ the record | / . nd oath or affirmation, their claims and | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
‘ itior , ne ww on file | =° 15 i estate of said dé egies ings for voluntary dissolution thereof 
a t 8 in sty A nths from this date, or they | by the unanimous conseat of all the stock- 
¢ . barred from prosecuting or | boulders, deposited in my office. that 
same aga nst the subscriber. RAYMOND-WILSON CORPORATION 
a riz pal Ss RT M OSSMAN a rporation of fhis Stace whose principal 
” @ : 8 ys ft tuated at No B i St ‘ 
Nowar ; Se / R the City 
ip . = . a ty-th tro rf 
2 went therein and n arge LLOYI 6: ! 2 9, 26. De U 
ere mn whom process may be served). : Seeretary of State aie . eee SS eee 
3 ed with the requirements of Title - ii > ‘ ser 
i ; Revised Statutes = n 
to the issuing 19 $6.72 < yy} . 
JERSEY. W JERSEY P t _ I. the Secretary of 
_DI IVISION, I 9F STATE ~ He New Jersey, Do Hereby 
- rl DISSOLUTION ae bs ¢ FDOT: ution did on the 
ta tiff and/ To a to whom these resenta may come - yt 1 , I le in my 
Joser 1 Greeting x a, 84 ftice a duly execu ti dar nd  aatentad consent 
States of | WHEREAS, I s my sati sfac “tio : ribe rit 1e dissolution of said cor- 
i ror; by duly aut of the ind by all the stockholderg 
5 P i¢ ition thaxast ~ 1 4 eaeee I d consent and the record 
writ of stock S 8 r 5 of the afore — are now on file 
ft u g or re n my said off s by la 
2 { - came agains I scr r IN TI STIMONY "WHEREOF I 
- LOUISI G ESCOFFIER have here set my hand and af- 
val \M SA) v FORO ney fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
/ 3 s I lay of November, A.D., 
hre - : Ld - 19 ¢ D 1 - ) s 1 ired and 
a) “ee S . « - 4 fifty-thre 
OxD ene. New Jer i 8 LLOYD B. MARSH, 
1 6. 1 2 5 . deser Secretary of State 
edcicaseoetatiaemnsiati pte NNING — Dated: October 22, 1953 J.—Nov. 12, 19. 26 $12.8 
ATE OF NBW JERSEY vauve ESTATE OF PAUL WATSON, deceased 
SPARTMENT OF STATI at > a . Pursuant to the order of WILLIAM HUCK, STATE OF NEW JERSDY 
FICATE OF DISSOLUTION “ T . Secretary Of | Jr., Surrogate of the County of Essex, this DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
whom these presents may come heels tt ¥ ye Herebs day made, on the application of the under- CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
r : eta ob ‘ 1 the Administratrix of said deceased, no-| 7%,,all to whom these presents may come, 
AS, It appears to my satisfa poten empl 1 : my hereby given to the creditors of said Greeting: — 
thenticated record of t aa ~ onsen ased, to exhibit to the subscriber under WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
z the voluntary dissolution xs *"0} : 1 cor- vr affirmation, their claims and de-| ¥ duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
nin consent of all ti 24 degrees 21 s sto kholdere against the estate of said deceased, ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
in my office, that ? € iii ¢ gre six months from this date, or they | PY, the unanimous consent of all the steck 
LOWLAND. A Le eae — forever barr from prosecuting| °”’ epee MIR MOK oe ae 
ot a Rtate, 60 minutes or recovering the same against the subserib-| , corperati f s State, hois Gaeien pal 
Newark, Cou ra aia =e MARJORIP M. WATSON ice is ed pe te E. re held Ave 
S Sey (Albert Newark J. HARRIS, Attorney } asc Sener ye hy Special 
“4 ot therein and in rte al Stre “ , 
yrocess may r ‘ sfied ft } ry 
= the requiremer ate f ‘ Tw sa ur Ss. 12. 19. 236 iy 
s, General, of Revised < Dollars ¢ sy . say ‘ 
preliminary bh & 5 ne heer ee to New ions, General 
4 - =e -s 1 Sta es or ew 
os this eee STATE OF SEW JERSEY she temutal satiicate af ewarating 
¢ Bie iy Newark Jersey ) = ENT (¢ , | NOW, ‘THEREFOR of 
said sta ae JOSEPH | Be ). WOOD CDRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION State of the State of , ys, * 
z : r Puen iti EON | = w IL, L 2 im ACC e 00 ae whom these presenta may come de fy t lat _ said corporat aes on the 
@ ‘and atte = Essex. this "HEREAS 1. sia Safection ty-third day of Octohe 53, file in my 
o the dissolution of the under- dels cual ake r = pote ofice a. "t “as a and attested consent 
-d by all the : a jeceased, notice, inys for the voluntary dissolution thereo’ | jor eh : sil rm t esolution = said Fh a 
h said consent and sie” reditors of said| 55 the unanimous consent of ail the stock | thereof, aeons I yee ne 
the edings aforesaid are subscriber under! j,lders deposited in tay office. that | a which said consent and the record 
m office as provided * aims and demands HALSEY & PLANE HOLDING CORP the prossodina aforesaid are now on @le 
TESTIMONY w ‘HE REOF, I jeceased, within | 4 curworation of this State. whose princiva ela oaN yt pro rvided by law 
~ to set my hand +. or they will be| 4 igre oe serene ae IN- ys PIMONY V HDRBOF. I 
d Miicial seal. at 7 yes . rose 1g or recover- ea Ot eee have he reto set my | hand an pit 
‘ th vusand nine hundred ) Goon ITZ ’ LIAMSON the agent therein and in charge thereof, upor iat bat ‘A th : eunere nine hundred 
2 é Cire eee whom process may be served), has complied LLOYD B. MARSH 
MAR SH, | with the requirements of Title 14, Corpora- Secretary of State. 
| 26 $5.04 | = tions, General, of Revised Statutes of New }.—Nov. 12; 1 ae $12.8 
— wiettion sewee, Gere Jersey, preliminary to the issuing of this ——_— nent 
> | ‘ ae Certificate of Dissolution | 
) i aeqep Dated: October 14. 1953 | d: October 20, 1953 NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o 
) STAT OF FELIX R. SPRINGE R, de-| ) B. BLACK, deceased. | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb> 
‘: ased | € rof WILLIAM HUCK, rtify that the sa id’ corporation did on the 
: k ant to the order of WILLIAM HUCK, | Jr., Surrogate of the County of Essex, this! Thirte f ; m 
s 1 gate « ‘ou nty of Essex, this | day made, on the mpplication of the under- tice exec ae d ‘ae: atta sted consen 
r ie n of the under- | six Executors of 1 deceased, notice; 5 w ! o the dissolution of said cor 
of said deceased, n iB is *by 1 creditors of said! oration, exee uted by all the stockholder 
i ) the creditors of said a - to ex to the subscribers under rereof which said consent and the recor 
r to the subscriber under | 0 at affirmation, t r 1ims and dem ane 1a f the oroceedings aforesaid are now on fi 
s their claims and demande | | eat oad the estat said deceased, within n ws esid office as provided by law 
a 3 of said deceased. within | six months f this ate, or they will be IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. mo i 
’ s nths from this date, or they will forever barre r uting or recover- have hereto set my hand and af I » 
r r| forever barred from prosecuting or re covering | ing the same ag subscribers. fixed my official seal. at Trentor | = tl ne t 
the same ass inst the subscriber, re Ww ALT ACE VAIL this Th lay ¢ N mber, | THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
$ LE A SPRINGER MA HA = \.Ip ne isand = nin ndred | SMITH SLINGERLAND TRAUTH 
i ERCY OSROWITZ Attorney C. WALL 46 E TAT Attorney i fifty & HOLTZ, Attorneys 
or Str 83 Arlir Soulevard | LLOYD B. MARSH, | 744 Broad Street 
2. X N |, a | Recre tarw of State | Newark 2 J 
Mas 3 J 29, Nov. 5. 12. 19 Nov. 5. 12, 19. 26 I N 24, Dec. 3 $12.80!11..3 Nov. 12. 19, 26 3 10 
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State Bar Midwinter 
Meeting Dec. 4-5 


The New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation will hold its annual 
Mid-winter meeting Dec. 4 and 
5 in Hotel Essex House, Newark. 

Meetings will start at 2 pm 
Friday with a panel discussion 
under the chairmanship of Nor- 
Schlesinger of Newark, 
the Association’s 
federal taxation. 
Members of the commitee will 
lead a of practical 
problems in federal tax matters 
confronting the average lawyer, 
with a question period to follow. 

At 3:30, a panel discussion will 
be conducted on real property, 
probate and trust problems, un- 
der chairmanship of William R. 
Gannon of Jersey City. Associa- 
tion members are invited to sub- 
mit questions for discussion to 
James J. McCarthy, secretary ol 
the section on real property, pro- 
bate and trust law, at 830 Broad 
Street, Newark. 

The annual dinner of the As- 
sociation’s Junior Section will be 





man E. 
nt irman f 
cnalrman Ol 


committee on 


discussion 


held at 6:15 p.m., followed at 
8:39 by a round-table forum on 
juvenile delinquency. Essex 
County Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Judge Harry W. Linde- 
man, chairman of the Associa- 
tion’s special committee to study 
juvenile delinquency, will lead 
the meeting. 

Activities Saturday morning 


will begin at 10 a.m. with a ses- 
sion to receive and act upon re- 
ports and resolutions. The pro- 
eram will close with the annual 
Mid-winter luncheon at 1 p.m. 
C. Wallace Vail of Newark, chair- 
! the Association’s com- 

is in charge 
yr the two-day 


an ol 


m 
mitee on meetings 


of arrangements I¢ 
program 


NORMAN N. POPPER 


REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 


17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 











Services available to attorneys only 
ee BONDED 
Hanus Detective Agency 
Divorce Investigations a Specialty 


ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 





e e e 
Commercial Financing 
LOANS ON 
Accounts Receivable 
Notes 
Chattel Mortgages 


Special Transactions 
Forwarders Protected 





Factors & Note Buyers, 
Inc. 


188 Market St., Newark, N. J. 
MI 2-2256-7 MA 2-8283 














WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 


$13 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 





The New Legislature. ; 


The members of the one hund- 
red and seventy-eighth legisla- 
ture of the siate of New Jersey 
who will take office in January 
are: 

Senate 
Frank S. 
Walter H. Jones 
Burlington—Albert McCay, R. 
Camden—Bruce A. Wallace, R., 
Cape May—Anthony J. Cafiero 

i, 
Cumberland 

Dp. 
Essex 
Gloucester 
Hudson 

D:. 
Hunterdon—Wesley L. Lance, R 
Mercer—Sido L. Ridolfi, D., 


I., 
R 


Atlantic Farley, 


Bergen- 


W. Howard 


Sharp, 


Mark Anton, R 


Harold W. Hannold, 


Jan Fr: Murray, Jr., 


1e€s 


Middlesex—Bernard W. Vogel, 
Re 
Monmouth—Richard R. Stout 


R., 
Morris—Thomas J. Hillery, ! 
Ocean—W. Steelman Mathis, f 
Passaic—Frank W. Shershin, I 
Salem—John M. Summerill, J 

R., 

Somerset 


2 

L 

> 
v. 
2 

L 
" 

| 


Malcolm S. Forbes, R., 


Sussex—George B. Harper, R.. 
Union—Kenneth C. Hand, R.., 
Warren—Wayne Dumont, Jr., R., 


General Assembly 
Atlantic—Paul M. Salsburg,R; 
Milton W. Glenn, R. 
Bergen—Earl A. Marryatt, 
Pierce H. Deamer, Jr., R; Law- 


rence A. Cavinato, R; Edmund | 


Wilma Marg- 


E. Field, Jr., R; 
I W. Vervaet 


eraff, R; Arthur 
R. 
Burlington—C. 
R. 
Camden 
Frank E 


Werner, 


Haines 


William F 





Ruby V 
Berger. R: 
Leo J 


Vanderbilt, R: 


5 
M 
ee Robert A 
Gerardo L. Del 


Tufo, R 


Gloucester—Milton L. Silver, R 
Hudson—Maurice V. Brady, D:; 
Leo N. Knoblauch, D; Jessie 


Murphy, D; John J. Farrell, D; 
Bruno Val Krawezyk. D: Wil- 
liam V. Musto, D; Thornas J 
Hughes, Jr., D; Harold V. Rit- 
ter, D; Frederick H. Hauser, D 

Hunterdon—Raymond E. Bowk- 
ley, R. 

Mercer—Richard L. Gray, 
Frank Thompson, Jr., D; 
mond J. Stewart, D. 

Middlesex—William Kurtz, 
David I. Stepacoff, D: J. 
ward Crabiel, D. 

Monmouth—Alfred N. Beadles- 
ton, R; Clifton T. Barkalow, R. 

Morris—Benjamin Franklin, 3rd, 
R:; Elden Mills, R. 


D: 
ray- 


D; 
Ed- 


Ocean—Lettie E. Savage, R. 
Passaic—Arnold M. Smith. R; 
Thomas Lazzio, R: Emma E. 


Newton, R: John Junda,. R 
Salem—John A. Waddington, D 
Somerset—Anderson Fowler, R. 
Sussex—Douglas Rutherford, R 
Union—Florence P. Dwyer, R: 

Carlyle W. Crane, R: G. Clif- 

ford Thomas, R: William R. 

Vanderbilt, R. 

Warren—James C. Jamieson, D. 








Courts. 
CERTIFICATES of regularity 
standing. 


Courts. 


Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N.J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 


MT | 


Prompt — Accurate — Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


of proceedings or corporate 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N.J. 
Tel. TRenton 6-8439 


| 
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of the 


| sonally borrowed by 


| and 


Rs 


Federal Tax Notes 


Rev. Rul. 234, I. R. B. 1953-22, 7. 
Installment basis: Casual sales | 


of personalty: Author’s sale of|— ad's indle leg 
manuscript.—An agreement be- {| \\7’) » Osa 


tween the taxpayer and a pub- 


lisher for the preparation and}. 


delivery of a literary comyposi- 
tion at a specified future date 
const an executory con- 


tract to sell a manuscript. This 


iltutes 


sale will occur on the date the 
manuscript is delivered and as- 
igned to the publisher. Pay- 





ment for the manuscript will be 
made over a period of years and 
such sale will qualify as a casual | 
nalty on the in 
Iment rithin the 


of section 44 (b) of the 





sta] 
oldain~ 


sale o 
+ 





nternal | 


Revenue Code | 
Re Rul 


tion offer in com- 
promise of taxes: Husband and 
divorced after making offer: 
Form in which check to 
drawn.—Where a husband’s and 
vife’s offer in compromise of 


Rejec of 


wife 
WI1Te€ 


| taxes, for which they were joint- 
ly and severally liable, is reject- | 


ed, 


drawn in their joint names, | 
though payment on the} 
was made with funds per- 


be 
even 


offer 


taxpayers were later di- | 
Disagreements between 
the endorse- 


the 
vorced 
the 


ment o 


copayees as to 


on themselves. 


233, I. R. B. 1953-22, 





Bankruptcies 
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U.S. Dist. Court Calls 
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Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


EMPLOYMENT WANTED 














LAWYER WANTHD SHARE OFFI 
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EMPLOYMENT WANTED 
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Withholding of tax on wages: 


Employees of babysitter service. 


230, I. R. B. 1953-22, | Babysitt 


ror 


services 


estab- 


ers 


performing 


customers of an 





the 


lishment engaged in a babysit- 


er service which furnished rules 


instructing them in their con- 
while on assignment and 


be | duct 


the check for reimbursement | establishment 


describes the nature of services 
to be performed as well as the 
manner of performance of such 
services are employees of that 
for purposes of 

taxes and 


amount tendered should | Federal employment 
wages for such services are sub- 
ject 


€ 


c 


-d these 


€ 


tax 
the husband | Internal Revenue Code. 


of income 
1622 of the 


to withholding 
under section 


INCOME TAX 
ACCOUNTING METHODS: 


the check should be set- | Taxpayer, a physician, deposited 
in his bank account 


qual to twice his reported in- 


an amount 


Although taxpayer claim- 
were Was 


ome 


loans, 


no prool 


offered 


-onstituted 


Held: 





XT 


M. 9-30-53. 


LEGAL NOTICES 
PAT OF NEW_ JERSEY 
'-PARTM aD: STATI 
I rill rt} SSOLUTION 
nts may come 





i by law 

WHEREOF, 1] 
Yr hand and af 
seal, at Trenton 


LLOYD B. MARSH, 
Secretaru of State. 


N Loe, BD $12.81 









































FOR RENT 
IVATE ¢ E IN LAWYER'S stip 
‘ merce Bldg Mit 2999 
FOR SALE i. 
ATL, REPORTS 1-200 AND 2P TS 
IT Second Series, At Dig * 
EY te 
s les “at oy 
FI uw F Ss Tr ¢ i br AS . 
eth r DE ry J 2 7 
‘WANTED TO PURCH } <5 
—, 
—We Cooperate With Attor cys 
SARASOHMN & Co. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR uj 
POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 
a 
—, 
Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 
Associated Adjuster: 
24 Commerce St., Newark 


MItchell 2-1771 MArket 2-562 








ATTORNEY COOPERATION SO 


W. DETTINGER & C0. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 

9 CLINTON ST.. NEWA 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 








5 YEARS EXPERIENCE 
APPRAISE! 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPEF 
ESTATES. INHERITANCE T¢ 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY RTS 

— ESTATES LIQUIDATED 
M. R. LANES 

200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5 
MArket 3-1119 














Genuine Leather Fur 









=I Sty! 


s for 
Reception F oms 
We Will Offices - Homes 


Rehabilitat 


YOUR OFFICE FURNIT RE 
Low Factory Prices 
RECOVERED - REFINIS’ ED 
WORK FULLY GUARANT “ED 


Estimates Cheerfully Gi 


JERSEY CHAIR Cc 


5 Oliver Street Newa 


MArket 2-829: 




















BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 


Forwarders Recognized 


OAN: 


MORGAN CO. 


ll tJ 


60 PARK PL. 
NEWARK 2, 
Mitchell 2-052 
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LAWYERS-CLINTON 
COMPANY OF 


A sound company engaged 


exclusively in 


tion and insurance of titles 


to real estate. 


A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1928—Serving New Jer#*7 
7 NELSON PLACE opp. Essex county Hall of Records NEWARK, N. J: 


Mitchell 2-7875 
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TITLE INSURANCE 
NEW JERSEY 


the examina- 
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